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LONDON, MAY 28, 1887. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Onty two of the judges kept their courts open on the Queen’s 
birthday—viz., Mr. Justice Kay and Mr. Justice Kexewicn. On 
ey Mr. Justice Kay and Mr. Justice Currrr rose for the 

acation. 





On Wepwespay a divisional court granted a rule nisi for a 
mandamus against the registrar of the Middlesex Registry calling 
ea him to enter and register the memorial tendered by Mr. 

unton (see ante, p. 392). The question, it will be remem 
is as to the right of the Registry to require all town witnesses to 


attend at Great James-street instead of being permitted to depose refu 


to a deed before a London commissioner. 





Ar tae Gzwzrat Mzrrive of the Incorporated Law Society in a 


June the presidential address will be delivered by the vice-presi- 
dent. It would hardly be fair to call on the president to deliver 
two addresses during his year of office in consequence of the 
meeting usually held in October taking place this year in June. 





Ir 1s unperstoop that the Incorporated Law Society intend to | court 


present an address to the Queen congratulating her Majesty on the 
completion of the fiftieth year of her reign, during which so many 
changes have been made in the law with the object of rendering it 
cheaper, simpler, and more expeditious. Be ppg these 
changes the society has taken no inconsi part, and we 
trust it may be anticipated that in the distribution of Jubilee 
honours some gracious acknowledgment will be made of the 
services rendered to the public by the society and the profession. 





Tue statement that the Lord Chancellor will preside at the 
forthcoming banquet of the Incorporated Law Society is unfounded. 
The chair at the first dinner will be i 
and at the second by Mr. G. B. Grrcory. Among the guests who 
have accepted invitations are the Lord Chancellor, the Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland, the Master of the Rolls, Lord Hosnovsz, 
Lord Cxuxtmsrorp, several of the Judges, the Ai and Solicitor- 
General, Sir H. Jawes, Sir Cuantes Rusextzt, Sir Horace Davar, 
and several other members of the bar, the Vice-Chancellor of 
Cambridge, and the President of the College of Surgeons. 





We psetreve that the observations of the Council 
porated Law Society on the Land Transfer Bill will 
the hands of the authorities in the course of the 
The delay (if on a subject of so much im ee there can be 
considered to have y been any delay) 
the prudent course ado by the committee 
sone © Suny At te Bill and Act of 1875 to 
societies and to solicitors who are known to 
in the question of land transfer, asking for 
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of f; ilit tin 
te register, and 
be almost as plentiful as at Somerset: House. 








SEVERAL QUEsTIons were raised in the discussion on the legality 
Father Kettzn’s imprisonment, but the real ground upon 

the Court of Appeal in Dublin based its decision does not 
seem to have received much notice in the English accounts 
[t appeared very clearly that the committal was not in any 

way for contempt of court, and so the general jurisdiction with 
te contempt did not require to be considered. But by the 
Act of 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 60) power is given 
court to enforce answers to lawful questions by imprison- 
and it was under this statutory power that Judge Born 
section 385 it is enacted, inter alia, that if any 
answer any lawful question put by the court, 
the court to commit such person to prison 
be willing to make full answers as required. 
provides that the question need not be specified or set 
warrant, but it is sufficient to refer therein to the 

on the file of the proceedings, 
respect of which the warrant 

the deposition so remaining on the file. 
s it is clear that, in any case where 
of the warrant is called in question, the actual 

becomes of the greatest importance. This it is 
question out of which the trouble has arisen ; 
meral tenor of this it will be possible to shew 
ion is so irrelevant to the proceedings as not to 
Hence it becomes of importance, too, that the 
be an exact record of the witness’s answers. 
case it appeared, as the Master of the 
deposition was neither taken by a sworn 
be correct, nor—and this was 
the witness’s signature, 
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i had deliberately signed the 
or refused to do so—in which case, of course, different 
i it was impossible to make out a warrant 

Act. 





be so in the case of Mr. Bett-Cox, who also has just been 
from his imprisonment. The formal judgment of the 
iven, but it is unlikely that any stron 


: 
: 








rights. Among other of interest we observe one by Mr. 


Bernarp Wake, of Sheffield, on Newbould v. Smith (34 W. R. 
690, 33 Ch. D. 127), with regard to which we may perhaps 
deviate so far from our usual practice as to say that the article 
on the subject which appeared in our columns (ane, p. 228) should 
not be overlooked, representing as it did professional opinions of 
great weight. ’ 


THe Now WELL-KNowy case of Jenner- Fust v. Needham (34 

W. R. 709, 32 Ch. D. 582) continues to exercise the judges. The 
decision, it will be remembered, is this—Where a receiver has 
received rents of mortgaged property between the date of the 
certificate under a foreclosure judgment and the day fixed for 
redemption, the mortgagee is not entitled to the rents so received, 
except on the terms of bringing them into account as between 
mortgagee and mortgagor, and a fresh date must be fixed for 
redemption. It is easy to see that the result of this decision, by 
prolonging the period allowed for redemption, may operate hardly 
in cases of an insufficient security. . Justice Currry had the 
case before him not long ago, when he said that it seemed to 
ut an unnecessary e on mortgagees. There is, however, 
ittle probability of Jenner-Fust v. Needham being overruled. 
The t is not likely to be taken to the House of Lords, and, if 
the of Ap has a similar ease before it, the Lords 
Justices will probatly uphold their own decision. There is a 
rumour that 4 is in contemplation to meet the difficulty by 
framing a new rule on the subject. i 


oo 








Rererztye to Sir Eowann Warxin’s statement thet the decision 
of Mr. Justice Kar in Tomkinson v. The South-Hastern Railway 
Co. would be appealed against, we ventured to point out (ante, p. 
458) the hopelessness of an appeal from the order granting the 
interlocutory injunction. It now appears that the appeal is to be 
withdrawn and the action is to be brought to trial, so that pro- 


ger by ses shall ultimately have a decision of the highest tribunal on 


it than those advanced 


to enforce obedience to an order, and not 
acts of disobedience. So it was 
, C.J., in The Queen v. Thorogood (12 
then as it becomes, for 


by his counsel. 
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portant question how far a statut ion is justified 
in expending funds on objects caly indirocley condicive to the 
purposes specified in its Act, 





Justice blandly observed, “ Sappose we say ‘ ious as we are 
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BANKERS’ MORTGAGES, 


In the debate in the House of Lords on the second reading 
Land Transfer Bill, Lord Selborne called attention to the 
of registered charges for future advances, 
clause 20 (ene 27 in the Amended Bill) 


eg 
Eh 
inh 


rule their lordships’ decision in Hopkinson v. Rolt (9 H. L. C 
524). The matter is one which, as is well chiefly affects 
bankers, and it is noteworthy that it has been q recently dis- 


cussed in the Scotch case of Union Bank 
Bank of Scotland (12 App. Cas. 53). 
emphatically the rule in Hupkinson v. 
C., commented upon the obtaining of 
National Bank after notice of a second 
Bank in the following terms: “ It seems to me 
ceeding is contrary to good faith, and the decision 
ship’s House in Hopkinson v. Rolt establishes the pri 
establishes it upon the broadest grounds of natural 
Nevertheless, it is now proposed to upset the principle so far 
re registered charges, and this is to be done, as 
Selborne informs us, for the convenience of bankers. 

The clause in question (in its amended form) is as follows : 


“Whee 9 sequal, charge of » specie’ sem i oeumens be 

created on any land for the purpose of securing (whether or without 

resent advances) future advances to an amount not 

he registered proprietor of the charge shall be en in —s iy 
sum 


subsequent charge or transfer to the payment of 
respect of advances up to the full amount of the 


standing that some of such future advances have been advanced after 
the date and with notice of the subsequent charge or transfer.”’ 


The apparent discrepancy between this provision and the reasons 
which iiee hitherto decided the law seem to make it worth while 
to attempt a brief examination of the subject. The rule in 
Hopkinson v. Rolt was not established without considerable dis- 
cussion. In the judgment appealed against Lord Chelmsford had 
stated the matter as follows :—“ A prior mortgage for t and 
future advances; a subsequent mortgage of the same iption ; 
each mortgagee has notice of the other’s deeds; advances are made 
by the prior mortgagee after the date of the subsequent 
with full knowledge of it; is the prior entitled to 
priority for these advances over the antecedent advances made by 
the subsequent mortgagee ?”’ In answering this question the great 
difficulty was to get over the old case of Gordon v. Graham 
(2 Eq. Cas. Abr. 598, pl. 16). There Lord Cowper, C., is re- 
ported to have said:—‘ The second mortgagee shall not redeem 
the first mortgage without paying as well the reg Aer after as 
that lent before the second mortgage was made; it was the 
folly of the second mortgagee with notice to take such security.” 
But this decision had been much dow First mortgagees were 
advised not to act upon it for fear the court should impute fraud 
to them rather than folly to the second mortgagee, and it was 
shaken by the remarks of Lord St. Leonards in Blunden v. Desart 
(2 Dr. & W. 405) and Shaw v. Neale (6 H. L. C. oe In the 
case in question Lord Cranworth, indeed, chose to be 
but, after a minute examination of the records, Lord 
C., decided that it must have been wrongly reported, and both 
he and Lord Chelmsford held that it must in any case 
They were much influenced by the reason urged i 
Mortgages (let ed. 363; 4th ed. 57 e 
general principles of equity that a a should, by taking a 
anny tl for advances which may ~_— . 
upon the mortgagor by taking away his power raising 
from other persons ; the first mortgagee’ being never bound cya | 
@ clause to make further advances gt the 
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And it was pointed out that the the cer at once 

vanished oe sagen mere that Prope tape the first mortgage 

coats ant Bo pm ired without notice of the second. It is impor- 
t to remar 


the law as thus established ie yet nay ar 
party hus notice of the other’s seourity, aad, requires that 
this should be the case. Registration, however, is merely a safer 
and mere general way of giving notice, and the mere fact that a 

is does not seem to introduce any new 
tion against those upon which the rule is founded. 
But, as we have already remarked, it has quite recently received 
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, 
even the owner of the legal estate. Among the disabilities in 
THE AMENDMENTS TO THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. | clause 2 (a.), attending neglect to register, “taking any benefit 


I. 


Tue Land Transfer Bill, as presented in amended form to the 
Committee of the House of Lords on the 17th inst., is a very 
different and much more complete document than it originally was. 
It has been partly re-arranged, many minor gaps and omissions 
have been filled up, even mere verbal improvements have not been 
considered unworthy of insertion, and some solid alterations in its 
substantive provisions have also been made. By these means the 
Bill has been considerably lengthened; it now consists of sixty- 
nine clauses, instead of fifty-seven, and covers thirty-four pages, 
instead of twenty-six. 

As an instance of re-arrangement, we notice that the old clause 
6, vesting land in personal representatives on death, which had been 

in “Part II., Compulsory Registration,” in the original 
now appears, considerably filled out with needful detail, under 
its proper title in “Part IV., Amendments of Law of Real 
Property ” (new clause 38). Some of the excisions for the 
purpose of these re-arrangements are a little alarming at first 
sight, until the omitted portions are seen to re-appear elsewhere, 
or to be otherwise provided for—for instance, the (old) clause 
9 (3), requiring the applicants for confirmation of boundaries to 
pay the reasonable costs of objectors—an obviously proper rule, 
though one likely to diminish the numbers of such applications 
—is struck out in the amendments. Its place is really supplied, 
however, by (old) clause 29 (9). 

We do not propose to lay before our readers an exact summary 
of the amendments. We would do something less, and, we hope, 
something more, than that. The amendments are so numerous, and, 
im many instances, so minute, that it would be impossible to men- 
tion them all, or nearly all, short of a reprint of the Bill, and, 
unless some commentary were added, nothing would be gained 
when it was done ; while to add a discussion to such a work would 


ees aly, compulsion, confirmations, and insurance—are 
ified by the amendments ; then to note its further effects on 
registration generally and on the law of real property, and finally 
to offer observations on portions of it which seem to affect solicitors 
in particular. 

(1) Compulsion—A correspondent had already pointed out to 
us that the language of the first paragraph of ‘dais 2 of the 
original Bill, providing-that after a certain date “land transfer ”’ 
be compulsory, and that thenceforth it should be the duty 
person ” before selling, &., to be registered, seem to 
ent kind of compulsion than we, in our 
p, 375 (d.)), had deduced from the words of the 
original view we had relied principally on the open- 
sub-clauses (a.) and (5.), “‘ until a proprietor,” &c., 
ith the fact that section 49 of the Act of 1875 (allowing 
to unregistered deed) remained unrepealed 
consistent with a very strict inter- 


of clause 2. Now, however, the 
Tevidetare is to be made plainer; (new) 
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-nine or any other part of the principal Act 
tatenet te om registered land ha 
registered disposition.” Yee 


a . 
Pt gy baageor ge the mind of the Legislature, however, this 
does not much alter the case, for the following reasons : 
Under the provisions of the principal Act referred to, an un- 
estate, obtained power to pro- 


registered got the legal 
ee ae &c., and, on the other was liable to 


f 
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be ousted by 2 subsequent registered disposition ; under the present 
Soy oy hw tary get an equitable estate, but this, while it 
vg cade wage estate. He will still have power to 

i by caution, and as to being ousted by destruction 

more and no less than if 

clause 9 had not been inserted, because, though he has no legal 
estate, no one else can have one either, except by being registered 
—in other words, by exactly the same means as sufficd before, 
under the old rule of section 49 of the Act of 1675, to oust 





from the land” was ori 
which these words wo 


y included. The precise effect 
have had was not very clear; they 
have now been removed. In other ts the list of penalties 
remains unaltered; we discussed their effect, ante, p. 375 (a.). A 
proviso is now added to the clause, exonerating the tor from 
the duty of registering previously to sales (a.) under the Lands 
Clauses Acts, (d.) in execution of judgments and processes, (c.) by 
mortgagees alone—and in other cases where the grantor is not a 
party to the conveyance. In cases (a.) and (.) the board is 
directed to register the new proprietor in manner to be prescribed 
by rules, and subject to an appeal to the court by persons aggrieved 
(new clause 7). 

Under the heading ‘‘ Compulsory Registration” there are also 
included provisions as to the pth of persons entitle] to 
apply for first registration, also as to registration of 
settled land, and for new registrations on defeasances. On 
these we observe that the amended clause 5 provides that 
tenants for life shall be registered as proprietors, with an 
appropriate addition—not the trustees, as before provided — 
the trustees of the settlement being also entered under an 
appropriate heading. The present registry practice in these cases 
seems a good one, and will possibly be continued under this enact- 
ment—it is, to register the tenant for life as proprietor simply, and 
to place ‘‘a restriction” on all dealings, uiring that the 
purchase-money be paid to the trustees (naming them). The same 
clause provides that the trustees shall cause the new proprietor to 
be registered when the tenant for life dies; it does not ap 
from what source the necessary funds are to be provided in 
cases where (as often happens) ‘‘the trustees” have no property 
vested in them. The new clause 5 (6) also enables land already 
settled to be registered without the express appointment of trustees 
of the settlement, which would probably have been necessary as 
the Bill originally stood. 

2. Confirmation.—The alterations and improvements in these 
sections are very numerous, but only one or two of them make 
any inroad upon the general policy of the Bill. An application 
for confirmation can be carried on (under new clause 13 (6)) by 
any successor in title of the original applicant, not only (as in the 
old clause 10 (6)) in cases of death. Unborn persons are (new 
clause 15 (2)) added to the list of incapacitated persons on whose 
behalf petitions against confirmations may be presented; and 
married women are removed from it. Power is also given to the 
board to confirm titles, subject to qualifications, which will 
doubtless be useful (new clause 16). Confirmation of boundaries 
by consent of neighbours is extended to all cases, instead of being 
confined (as by old clause 14 (2)) to the case where the adjoining 
neighbour was also registered. 

Under new clause 19, however, a really most important altera- 
tion is introduced. It will be remembered that section 21 of the 
Land Transfer Act of 1875 runs as follows:—*‘ A title to any land 
adverse to, or in derogation of the title of, the realtek i 
prietor, shall not be acquired by any length of ion.” This 
rule has been the subject of much criticism, and has been shewn to 
be both inexpedient and unjust—inexpedient, because it interferes 
with the very convenient practice of informally adjusting bound- 
aries; unjust, as helping the ‘‘dormient” at the expense of the 
“vigilant” owner. To remedy these defects, the new clause 19 
enables the board, subject to an appeal to the court, to rectify the 
registered description of the property in all cases where the 
registered owner has lost ion, and would not, under the 
ordinary law, be entitled to recover it. 

3. Inswrance.—There are several points of interest in connec- 
tion with the insurance system, on nearly all of which the amend- 
ments have some bearing. The occasions of payment of insurance 
fees remain the same as before—namely, on registration with 
absolute or qualified (but not possessory) title, or on confirmation 
of title, and on every subsequent ing for value, save that it is 
now provided (schedule 1 (B.) end) that, where a transfer for value 
occurs within three months of registration with absolute or 
qualified title, or confirmation, no insurance fee shall be paid. The 
amendments (new clause 20 ae uire that, before 
claiming compensation out of fund, the claimant must have 
attacked “the person liable to pay the same” —that is, the 
(if any) owing to whose forgery or fraud the error comp 
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of was made. This is the rule under the Torrens’ system, 
but its expediency is more than doubtful, and, if the new 


provision stood alone, it would probably not be altogether satis- | * 


factory to claimants, as it would involve them in the risks of a 
preliminary action, against a very unsatisfactory defendant usually, 
before approaching the fund. But schedule 1 (I.) gives the board 
power to ‘‘award compensation out of the insurance fund in the 
first instance, and to determine whether a right to 
from the insurance fund has arisen.” This power, if we interpret 
it rightly, will enable applications to be made direct to the board, 
who, it would appear, must have large powers of admitting claims. 
It would seem desirable, however, that, on so important a point, 
the language of the enactment should be made a little clearer. 

On another point which was slightly ambiguous in the original 
Bill, the amendments introduce a satisfactory clearness. Under 
the old clause 16 and schedule 1 (A.), which provided that persons 


‘deprived of registered land” by registry errors might ap y for | s 
Ww if 


its restoration im specie, it was not quite clear , if an 
error occurred on a first registration, the true owner would have come 
within the definition ‘‘ deprived of registered land” ; and if he did 
not, it seemed as if in those cases he would be forced to content 
himself with money compensation out of the fund. The new 
clause 21 (1) and schedule 1 (A.) (2) have been framed so as to 
give to such persons, in common.with persons deprived of land by 


mistakes in subsequent registered dealings, the same right to | i 


apply for restoration as was undoubtedly given to registered 
proprietors. 

he Lord Chancellor (schedule 1 (J.)), with the approval of the 
Treasury, may from time to time apply the insurance to any 
matters of which notice may be entered on the regi under 
section 18 of the Land T'ransfer Act—for instance, ri of way, 
rights of common, easements, rights to mines and mi succes- 
sion duty, land tax, and short leases incapable of registration, 
&c.—or which may be entered in subsidiary registers under the 


present enactment. 








THE JURISDICTION OF THE LAW SOCIETY OVER 


SOLICITORS. 


From the earliest period in legal history until a comparatively recent 
date the duty of inquiring into the fitness and capacity of solicitors 
rested with the jud es. In them was also vested the a of ad- 
mitting solicitors oat removing from the roll such of as were 
deemed to be unfit to practise. 

As early as the year 1292 Edward I., with the sanction of Parlia- 
ment, issued a commission, which was addressed to the Chief Justice 
of the Court of Common Pleas, John de Mettingham, authorizing 
him, in conjunction with the other judges, to look out for, provide, 
and appoint from every county a certain number of to 
practise in the courts, and a certain number of pupils to study the 
common law and secure its continuance. The ion suggested 
that 140 attorneys might suffice for the purpose in view, but power 
was granted to increase or diminish the number, as the justices in 
their wisdom might see fit; and it was declared that the s to be 
thus chosen, and those only, should attend the courts conduct the 
— 4% the king’s re ary therein. Gren 

e only persons spoken of as coastituti e profession are 
the justices to whom the commission wen alae and the 
and students who were the subjects of it. Nobarismentioned. It is 
true that there were serjeants in those days, but by Bee 5 ee 
speek the duty of slvocate wes pectanand ty: We Shun Sal 
8 e duty o vocate was 
it seems that for some centuries after the woe be had what be 
termed a legal origin that attorneys were also the advocates. 
however, we arrived at a —_ state of civilization, these 
functions were severed, and what we now call the bar came into 
existence. Very shortly after the issuing of the commission 
mentioned the attorneys and apprentices chosen by the justices were 
located in the Inns of smog From what we have stated it will 
be seen that to the judges, the Crown, and the Legislature was 
intrusted the power of determining who were fit to practise in the 


— courts, 
e will not weary our readers with an account of the Aots of 
Parliament, about seventy in number, which were passed, and the 
Rules of Court which were made for ting the examination and 
admission of attorneys ; suffice it to say that down to the year 1836 
the judges themselves exercised these powers. 

As far as regards examination, roe, et ten do not appear to have 






complete jurisdiction as to who are fit persons to enter the profes- 
Satis cocece decisahio thas cham nal elie tae ae poenr ot aie 
mission, but it should also have the power of exclusion, subject, of 
course, to appeal. This would effect a considerable saving of the 
tents of the setisty, ant Oe See Se ee 
these cases come, of the. macnn $0 ‘sheen. thay se. weave weaned, 
The adoption of our suggestions would have the effect of concen- 
tratin in one boty ol ie St Saray, ae coaenarae 
re to the , examination, admission, punishment 

to, and would add greatly to the convenience both of the 
solicitors and the public. We see no practical difficulty in the of 
conrying, cur megguillans S66 SOS. St Sra eeaiion oom 
pag be for obtaining the legislative sanction necessary 
the purpose. 

=———————— 


It is stated that the costs of the Campbell divorce trial amount to more 


than £20,000. 
ednesday . Justice Stirling stated that he had directed « 
weenie tara ee and c Gltias on Gn wemmtandion of Gn 





Briton Medical Life Ameciation 00 bs 0h the hand ofthe paper 
consideration court the Sth of June, and 
Te eeee ee, Cakdag canoes Wah witnesses oh Tumtay, Tue 14. 

following cirouits chosen by the for the Summer 
Peg ty YE 
Et hey ee 
Piel, 3, “Nerahern Obsouth and Smith, JJ.; 
North-Western Manisty and Mathew, JJ. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE ACCUMULATIONS BILL. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
Sir,—I ask a little s in your journal to call attention to the 


of this Bill, which has passed the House of Commons 

entirely without discussion. 
It enacts, in lan taken verbatim from the Thellusson Act, that 
“no person shall, after the ist of January, 1888, settle or dispose of 


in such manner that the income thereof shall be wholly | +4 


any 
or partially accumulated for any lon iod than the minority or 
minorities only of any patos oF who, cuter ths 
uses or trusts of the instrument ing such accumulations, would 
for the time being, if of full age, be entitled to receive the income so 
directed to be accumulated.” 
Without denying that cases may and do occur (see Havelock v. 


Havelock, 17 Ch. D. 807) in which accumulations to an unreasonable by 


extent are directed, an inquiry among members of the profession well 
able to-form an opinion has shewn that such cases are very 
common ; it acs — — to wo en rte nd the bes 
as joes not interfere wi ispositions o whic 
injurious and which ought not to be prohibited. dp 
There is a not uncommon desire among testators in all classes of 
that the vesting of legacies with the interest thereon should be 
for some few years after the legatee attains his majority, 
say until he attains twenty-five. The object of this desire is not so 
much to the magnitude of the legacy by means of acecmu- 
lations as to postpone the enjoyment of it until the legatee attains 
years of discretion—an object which, in many cases, is most desir- 


i 


The operation of the Bill on a gift to a person contingently on his 
attaining twenty-five, accompanied either with en express or implied 
direction to accumulate the income for the benefit of the legatee, 
would appear to be that the gift of the capital would stand, but the 
direction for accumulation would be wholly void, inasmuch as there 
is no person who would for the time being, if of full age, be entitled 
to receive the income. 

‘ Again, the Bill would render invalid a direction for accumulation 
for a however short, say, for four or five years—a 
direction which was contained in the will of the late Mr. Atkinson 
ea is and without which it id not probable that his large fortune 

liave sufficed to build and maintain the magnificent Con- 
valescent Hospital at Wimbledon which bears his name. 

I venture to think that in the two instances I have named the 


ig law ought not to be interfered with. At any rate, it is to be 
Sopod fat he Bilt will not pass the House of Lords without full 
consideration. ConvVEYANCER. 
P.8.—It is, I think, open to 


uestion whether the Bill applies to 
wills executed before the ist of January, 1888—it would be well to 
make this point more clear. 


ill was, we believe, gested by the remarks of the late 
—a in Re Alford, Damant v. Hennell (34 W. R. 773). 
—_— ° 8. . 





A CITY OF LONDON LAW SOCIETY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—The distance of the Incorporated Law Society’s hall from the 
City makes that institution almost valueless as a library to solicitors 
practising in the vicinity of the Mansion House and further East, 
and I have long felt that a library could, with great advantage, be 
i y, where text-books and law reports might be con- 


idea is capable of expansion. A Solicitors’ Society might be 

in connection with the library, whose objects should be to 

the hands of the Incorporated Law Society in matters 

to the profession (* ially that of the reduction of the 

old meetings for discussion of points 

of practice or etiquette, and to form a kind of Solicitors’ Exchange, 
where business matters, such as mortgages, might be negotiated. 

The few City solicitors to whom I have mentioned the matter 

appear to think that such a society would meet with support, and if 

a a ae of that opinion, and are prepared to co- 

with me 


are pinion, 
setting it on foot, I shall be glad to hear from 
ing other proceedings. 


ERBERT M. Low, 


m with a view to calling a meeting and 











CASES OF THE WEEK. 


LEVER v. GOODWIN.—O. A. No. 2, 25th May. 
Trape-Marnk—Imtration—Satz or Goops as THoss or Rrvan Taipsk— 
Account or Prorrrs. 

This action was brought by manufacturers of soap to restrain the 

defendants, who were also manufacturers of soap, from selling their 

in such a way as to pass it off as the tiffs’ soap. The defendants ait 
rede prop bce. Prog t mghe it to retail dealers, who then sold 
it retail to the pu! e dealets knew that they were not buying 
plaintiffs’ soap. At the trial Ohitty, J., an injunction 
ing the defendants from manufactured 


found due to them on the taking of account. The defendants 
ed, and it was oh their behalf that, even if the injunction 
was account of directed was too extensive. 
It was that the defendants were accountable for profits only in 
cue ma ae acme urchaser of ba op Are wesag Mab 
8 ‘ that, therefore, were 
shew case £ the had deceived, or that 
, 


Tue Court or Arrgzat held that the injunction had been properly 
goreted, ond cle teh the goesant. of nesdie Geactes ve i Se 
orm. COorron, L.J., was of opinion that the defendants had inten’ y 
t up their soap in such a way as would lead incautious to 
Believe it to be e > soap. As tothe other 
against the defendants was that they had d 


way as to enable the middlemen to sell it as the tiffs’. e whole 
gist of the com t was that the defendants had sold a wea which 
was capable of being used yea The ts which the defendants 
had made was made by the sales to nm, and it was immaterial 


to the plaintiffs what the middlemen did with the soap afterwards. 
Whatever they did with it the eale by the defendants to them was a wrong- 
ful act, because it put into their hands the means of selling the defendants’ 
soap as the plaintiffs’. Lipiey and Bowzgy, L.JJ., concurred.—Covunsg1, 
‘Aston, Q.C., and Chadwyck Healey ; Romer, Q.C., Lockwood, Q.0., and J. 
Cutler, Counse., Emmet, Son, ¢ Stubbs; J. 8. Salaman. 


BLAKE » MAYOR AND —— OF LONDON.—C. A. No. 1, 
ay 23. ' ; 


Property Tax—AsszssMent or Pustic Scuoor—Ounanirase Institution 
—5 & 6 Vicr., c. 35, s. 61, zn. 6. 


This was an the decision of a divisional court (Denman 
and Hawkins, JJ.), reported 35 W. R. 212, 18 Q. B. D. 487, The premises 
occupied by the City of London School ha' been assessed in the valua- 
tion list of the re of St. Bride, at a rateable value of £1,667, and a 
gross value of £2,000, the Corporation of the City of London ey 
claiming allowances in respect of property tax under 5 & 6 Vict., c. 35, 
s. 61, r. 6, by which allowances are to be made, inter alia, for the duties 
charged on any college or hall in any of the universities of Great Britain, 
in respect of the public buildings and offices belonging thereto, and on 
any hospital, public school, or almshouse in respect of the public buildings, 
offices, and premises belonging thereto. The City of London School was 
founded a private Act (4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 35) obtained by the cor- 
poration of London in 1834, by which it was enacted that the corporation 
should make an annual payment of £900 towards the support of the 
school, and should maintain for ever thereafter, upon the ground appropri- 
ated by the Act, a echesl Sor. thenaligions sacl yecaans steestien co Bove. By 

i 187 (42 & 43 Vict. c. Ixiii.), the corporation 
were empowered to appropriate lands on the Victoria Embankment, 
Build thereon a schoo! 


e 


The charge for each pupil is £12 12s, up to twelve years of and 
£15 15s. that age Income T held the 
and stated a case for 
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the only estoppel 

Se ee Coe oe eed ta the Section snowed Wee th O16 3b was that, where 
or aremteane 
of the 
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Sor Inland Revenue ; The City Solicitor. 
LYON v. MORRIS; MUTUAL LOAN FUND ASSOOIATION, 
CLAIMANTS—O. A. No. 1, 17th May. 


Pracrics—InrsrrLeapern—Arrzat sy Lays From Summary Dactstow— 
R. 8. ©., 1883, LVII., 8, 11—Commox Law Protapuks Acr, 1860 ( 


i 
3 


i 


& 24 Vict. co. 126), 8. 1T—1 & 2 Wit. 4, c. 58, os. 2, 4. rthur Watson, 
This was an appeal from a divisional court (Day and Wills, JJ.), and ram. 
raised an im rtantt question as to the right to appeal from the susminary 
decision of a judge in an interpleader issue. goods, having been 


in execution, were claimed under a bill of sale. The only question 


egy ed ST ke aan coin kD 01888, ord. Pa docided the eo tor order of A 

e parties under R. 8. C., » B. In this case an was by men ee a 
matter in a summary bh the tll one TM pe game fund exceeding ppl paid —s Trustee Act, 
Court bald’ that itor leave ts, : Comm 5 a Procedure re 1860, = . so for, nc 

ion oO C) on. Currry, J. making order to 

being till in foros, there ‘was ino right of appeal, and no power in the | tithe of ocr panies Mentioned, sa tty under 8. BLL 
judge to give leone 00 sppsel, but. tte See ee Peer a ae 18, a petition, and nota was rm prey pin a 
they a strong opinion against the of the bill of sale, stop ceder when the fund ia eourt exoseded no 
Fifer nag par ots fe all Soete Oe oe Oe tse ee elgg Ye oomey Bs Archibald Brown. 

section 17 a on. rocedure ) eo ¢ 

te am tom pe ges given oo ns, G. P. Rogers, for Powell § Browett, Birmingham. 


summary jurisdiction of a judge in interpleader cases. On the other 

Kea ronnie! he omen ceca Wh 
. 4, c. 58, whi section any 

cases. The ap t, owever, contended that the force of section 2 was 


Re ORIENTAL BANK OORPORATION—Ohitty, J., 20th May. 


Pracrice—Wimpme ur—Onteg ss Cossuans tenn oo Aquene as SAWaN 
Conrract—ALLEGED ALUE. 





dangle jun 4, which gave a right of appeal from all decisions of a In this case motion was made by the New Oriental Beal Corpor 
6 iu vary an order chambers a contract: 
fax Count (Fax and Lorne, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. Fur, L.J., + to Tie Assets Realisation 


said the question was by no means free from difficulty, and ord. 57, r. 1 
was not easy to construe satisfactorily. It began, however, ‘‘ Except 
where otherwise provided by statute,” and, therefore, it con. 
joe aed ih yp > AEP, y giving leave to appeal & sum- 
mary decision, it did not intend to conflict with 

The statute Wit gave 8 [ates pene. Sep 
summarily by the consent of parties was the 1 & 2 >, aoe 
that Act, by section 2, expressly be 
final and conclusive. It could not be said that 

tight of appeal, because no such right then existed at common law. 
Section 4 of the A 


ct did not give an t of in cases, 
it only gave the same right o ee ne Ss ae statute as 
y existed at common law. It was true that 1 & 2 Will. 4, o. 58 had 
es aes the Statute Law Revision Act, 1883, but it was clear, 
from the preamble to that Act, that it was only because its 
subject-matter had been already dealt with 2 the of the pe ar wr} 
Court. Order 57, therefore, which replaced the statute, was not in 
in any way to alter its subject-matter. But at the time the rules were 
drawn up the Common Law Procedure Act of 1860 was x 
which section 17 alone still remained in force. To say that that section 
only referred to the jurisdiction given section 14 of that Act 
| too narrow a construction upon it. It referred to 
ecisions in interpleader issues, whether the jurisdiction was given by the 
Act of 1860 or by consent under the Act of 1831. The 
egy Some 7 vg emo tng — that 
e whole su urisdiction. was expressly 
excluded by rule ii of order 57, and the j had no power to give 
leave to appeal. Lorzs, L.J., concurred.—Ooum A, f. 
Cluer ; Sidney Woolf. Sorscrrons, R. Frederick Hill ¢ Co; ; W. Beard. 


THE COLONIAL BANK +. HEPWORTH—Chitty, J., 25th May. 
Company—SxHarz OCxntTiricaTss—NEGOTIABILITY—EsTorPEL. 

In this case it appeared that the defendant had employed P. W. Thomas 
& Co. as stockbrokers to purchase a number of shares of the New York 
Central and Hudson River Railroad Oo., and paid them for the same. 

iffs the share certificates, and, 


eftorwats pelag. posses ¥ the A, Seana Sn eeeene ae 
. defendant’s name registered on 
eee the oa ; the . the plaintiffs received 


tered in the books of the com: . On the back of each certificate was 
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ROB v. ROB—Stirling, J., 20th May. 

R. 8. O., 1883, L., 1 (a.)}—Srzepy Trriat or Action. 
action the plaintiff claimed an injunction to restrain the defend- 
upon certain lands at Skipton, in Yorkshire, and if 
i¢ performance by him of an alleged agreement for a 
tenancy thereof contained in correspondence, and be now moved for an 
interim regen in the terms of the writ. The only question in dispute 
the correspondence constituted a complete contract or 
whether it was merely negotiation, and it was admitted that if there was a 
contract it was for a tenancy from year to year. No pleadings had yet 
J 


G, J., said that this was a case in which he was disposed to 
ord. 50, r. 1 (a.), and direct a speedy trial of the action. Counsel 
that such an order would be satisfactory to all ies, and his 
a emgyrs y! directed that the trial should take place at the next 
York in the meanwhile granted the injunction.—CounssgL, 
Methold ; Warrington, Souicrrors, Jackson, Morse, & Simpson, for Jackson 
Jackson, Middlesborough ; Bell, Brodrick, § Co., for Richardson, Thirsk. 


OOURTNEY +. COLE—Q. B. Div., 19th May. 


Compvisony Proracs— Trapivc ro Norra or Evrore — Mercuant 
Surprmxe Act, 1854, s. 379. 

In this case the lant, who was the master of the ship Cardiganshire, 

had been convicted by justices of unlawfully piloting his Ragen the 

London district without eye 4 a pilotage certificate. The ship was one 


I 


By 


i 


of a line of steamers which re ly from London to Japan, China, 
and the Straite Settlements, and to London, and thence to Amaster- 
dam and Hamburg and back to London. In April, 1886, she arrived in 


London with a from the East, and, having discharged part of the 

tanion for Amsterdam with the rest of the cargo. When 
the informant, who was a duly licensed pilot, 
of the ship for the purpose of piloting her to 


i 
il 


the seaward limits of the London district. The appellant refused 
the offer, and continued to pilot the ship himself. The vessel proceeded to 
Amsterdam and Ham’ , and, after di i her cargo, took in a 


discharging 
st, with which she returned to London, and 
cargo complete, she proceeded on her next voyage 
The question was whether, under the above circum- 
exempt from com ilotage under section 379 
Shipping , 1854. That section, in its 3rd sub-section, 
Giiishs Menasasth fieden Oc baat to Boulogne or to 
in Europe north of Boulogne. On behalf of the appellant it 


i 
AY 
i re 


g 


was argued that the ship was not less a ship trading to the north of Euro 

because she afterwards went to China and Japan. On behalf of the respond- 
ent it was ogee ag, ro constantly trading, and here the vessel 
was a - ship, m being only her calling port; and 
a id on The Agricola, 2 W. Rob. Adm. 10, and The Sea Queen 


Covrar Corznivez, C.J.,and A. L. Surru, J.) after taking 
time to consider their judgment, allowed the appeal. Lord Couzaivor, 
C.J., said that it was opvious that the case was directly within the words 
given by sub-section 3. It had, however, been argued 
that had been imposed by the Legislature solely for 
the of ships themselves and the n of human life, that 
the section to be construed with reference to that principle. But 
he thought it was impossible to say, looking at all the exemptions, that they 
were designed solely with that purpose, and without any of favouring 
nya teades. For instance, t ect of sub-section 4 was that ships 

Guernsey, Jersey, &c., laden with stone were exempt, but if laden 
were not exempt. It was clear that there must have been 
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BANKRUPICY CASES. 
Ez porte THE OFFICIAL RECEIVER, &¢ REED, BOWEN, & CO.— 
C. A. No. 1, 2th May. 
Avrust—Locts Sraxvi—Orrictat Recerver—Arruication von Apivpica- 
Bawxxcrrcr 


—Baxkuvrrcy Act, 1883, ss. 20, 104, 105, 109—~ 
Reizs, 1886, x. 191. 





OF 244). The conttions neanires te: contes -» sued, Semen, 
af doth of . The court 


refused to allow another 
a 


of fresh > 
ae spibticd to the registrar for an adjudication of bankruptcy against 
the debtors. At the request of the debtors and some of the creditors the 
adjourned the hearing of the application to the Ist of July. 


was not a “‘ person 
of section 104. 
Tue Covrr or Arrzat (Lord Esuzn, M.R., and Fry and Lorzs, L.JJ.) 
held (Fry, L.J., dissenting) that in such a case the official receiver was 
entitled to appeal. Lord zr, M.R., said the order which the registrar 
was asked to make was one which, if the facts alleged were made out, he 
was bound judicially to make,-unless he was entitled for ‘‘ sufficient 
reason’ to adjourn the hearing. Section 20 provided that “‘ the court 
shall” (not may) adjudge the debtor bankrupt if certain circumstances 
were proved. If no “ sufficient reason’ to the contrary were proved, the 
registrar would do a | wrong in his judicial office if, on those cir- 
cumstances being he not adjudge the debtors forthwith 
bankrupt. The official receiver had that the scheme had not been 
a ved within fourteen days, and had asked the registrar forthwith to 
adjudge the debtors bankrupt. If he proved that that was so, and that 
there was no sufficient reason for adjourning the hearing, the registrar 
was bound forthwith to adjudicate the de bankrupt. Under rule 
191 the official receiver was a party who was bound to ask the court for a 
ge decision on a matter of fact which it be in contest. It was 
is duty to uce evidence and to argue on the effect of that evidence. 
That p him in exactly the same position as a litigant, and the 
question was whether he was entitled to appeal as a “‘ person ieved ”* 
by the refusal of his KEE In Ex parte Sidebotham (14 Oh. D. 458) 
James, L.J., said (p. 465): “A ‘person ved’ must be a man who 
has suffered a grievance, a man st whom a decision has been 
pronounced which has wrongfully deprived him of so , OF wrong- 
fully refused him something, or wrongfully affected his title to some- 
pone That might not be an exhaustive defini , but, at any rate, it 
would include a person like the official receiver in this case, who 
wrongfully refused a decision for which he had a right to ask. And in 
the same case Bramwell, L.J., said, ‘‘ Certainly the rule is that an 
appeal must be by the who has endeavoured 
trary of that which has nm place.”” That also included the present 
case. Fry, L.J., regretted that he differed from the Master of the Rolls. 
The official receiver was not a li as an officer of the 
court whose duty it was to bring of the court, and, 
when he had done so, he had discharged the whole of the duty cast on 
him as a public servant ; he was tus officio, and had no further duty to 
orm, and, whether his application succeeded or failed, he had no 
er concern in the matter. He was not in any sense a ‘‘ person 
aggrieved” by the refusal of his appliction, for the decisio m was not any 
more a decision against him than against any other member of the public. 
He suffered no legal grievance if the had given a wrong deci- 
sion. He was deprived of nothing and he was refused nothing by that 
decision, and, therefore, he could not appeal. In his lordship’s opinion 
this view was consistent with the definition given by James, L J., in Ez 
parte Sidebotham. Aud Bramwell, L.J., only mentioned a condition sine 
qua reddy pil he did not say that everyone who had “ maintained 
yg srw sd a right to a) . Lopzs, L.J., agreed with the Master 
the 5 
The was then heard on its merits, and in the result Tax 
Covrr reversed the decision of the registrar, and made an immediate 
adjudication against the debtors.—CovunszL, Sir R. Webster, A.G., Sir ZB. 
Clarke, 8.G., and Muir Mackenzie; Finlay, Q.C., and Sidney Woolf ; Herbert 
Reed ; Wilkinson. Soxscrrors, Solicitor to the Board of Trade; Foss ¢ Led- 
sam; G. 8. ¢ H. Brandon ; Cuddon § Oo. 


Ez parte TODD, Re ASHCROFT—O. A. No. 1, 20th May. 
Banxeurroy—Avorpancs or Votvunrany Sgrriements—RererosP2crive 

Errecr or Act—‘“‘ Transrzr oy Prorgrty’’—Banxarvrrcy Acr, 1883, 

ss. 47, 168—Banxnvurrcy Act, 1869, s. 91. 

Section 47 of the Bankru Act, 1883, by sub-section 1 
that any voluntary sebthomant tah bclas & tadotaees tate oh or for the 
wife or of the settlor of which has accrued to him after 
the settlor becomes ow 


Ban 
confi traders, and that it did not contain the words are above 
in italics, ope oe hw hdherd gee be Heed sash ended i tad 
in toto, but that the repeal shall not inter alia) “any 
vere, oad aalification incurred under the Act.” In the 
case @ trader in A 1877, executed a deed, to which 
wife was a party, by after a recital that he was absolutely 


May 28, 1887. 





# 

















Apu ee L 
0 arse NAY 
ene OPE 



































ee zs85og 25 a 
AGH na Mm 
“at E inal hh nite - 4h ibys! 
TAL ties HATH i Hf eo LI Lil | suey 
StH THE eiah a cee HRD Hii BPEL ae 
|i aH +H Eo fat ’ Hs if juli 23 f sgh ttl : i af F rate 
3/03 bay lee HUTTE iis itp (IG tad 3 cit 
Si Hh a ele i med La inelial | a ao 
=| at oPg | BoE hay tins aie: ipsg iG 08 salad | Gat: 
bial 55 = Sei ine: He ss : rie: Says (leat! THE a3 i 3 at : 
SHE. aa HE Hebnite we 
ne eae Ce ad ae 
aia lege ara Rete aan 
a iattal ‘hath ail: aan Pip iy ij cn if 
: 3 BER Ess —— Tet BH estrttistial & 
ip sli tes 5 a Hil Ht eal i 
2 3 TETRA deaa ny HE i Rua i 1 rf HF ay THE Ht af at 
; ey : janet neta ts i a a i 
5 Tee B RH 3;a02% ie aati 2 dir aaeid aT Hit 3 aa sf 
oe issidt es i ge or seiiii g S2e8 a & 8k ) ie a : a 
cme si bi lil sie iat ala 
F i age ul ality iat ia tt HHT sie iii 
TESTE JB He ter Hie f iaplls, sa Ht 
SHEL PH bra anne | hae aj ila ith i: ij sit ils : iat ih 
file ROVER ie te ig caaiulaele i alate HH 
ie 11 
Hiei fit his ie 
MC Ter tiie it 

















May 28, 1887. 


__THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 














— 


LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Pastmavary ExAmqnarion, 
The following candidates (whose names are in 


successful at the preliminary examination held on 
May, 1887. 


Airey, Alexander Stockdale J Frederick 


Allinson, Arthur Hutton Jones, Robert — 
Alston, Robert Graham Fitagerald Jordan, Arthur Hudson 








were 
4th and 5th days of 





Atter, James nana, William a 
Bigle: As Selsey. eg em Andrew Miller 
Borat, Towed Googe 
Braund, i penn od Owen 
oo ie ron d 
Brown, James Clement Li % 
Burton, William Edward McOlare, Robert 
coeme lane == ae a ig 
, Ernest Lewin oy. — 
Im, John William ¥ 
Corbett, edward na obert is aber Hany Li enry, Lightfoot 
Cromp foginald Pp = ee 
Curtis, William Henry re 
Dalziel, Hugh Price, Ernest Edward Joshua 
Davie, Edward oy oad Fergusson Prosser, 
Douglass, Richard Hugo Pryor, Oyril Herbert 
Earle, Orie Log yam , peo 35 Abram St. Chard 
Edmiston, James Daniel Esmond 
Edwards, Henry Oharics Rictinson, Matthew 
Edwards, John Cecil Le Fevre Roberts, Nathaniel 
Ellis, Cecil Rogers, Robert 
Evans, Henry Rotten, John Charles 
eres os Francis Saunders, John Gower 
Foster, tan Fisher Shaw, Thoweas Davideon 
Freer, Jo) om.as en, Arthur Frederick 
Fritche, Allan Francis John Angus 
Gib Robert Slater, Charles William 
Gough, Id Smith, George Garner 
Green Frederick William Smith, John > 
Greeni , Claude Smith, William McKenzie 
Gish, Goo ee rn Henry Gordon 
ms er, Lost e Bovara Steele, Albert George 
, James Taylor, Allan Reed 
Hammond, Robert Till Ellis Turner 
Hardy, Arthur eon Foutltnee Willies 
Hardy, Hargrave 
en’ 
Arthur ved 
Hat Ae Edwin 


Hasle Herbert Dering 
Horsman, John Graham Parry 
Houseman, Henry de Lancy 
Irlam, Alfred William 


Hownovas a 


At. the examination for honours of cotbieina die dhiehuiun on the roll 
of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination committee recom- 
— the following gentlemen as being entitled to honorary distine- 


Frest Oxass. 
In codon of orth} 
Frank A Mr. Thomas 


clerkship with 
——— of Worcester ; and Messrs. Church, pr berg PA a 
red Bassett Starbuck Welch, who served his ‘clerkship with Mr 
Robert Hall of Lancaster. 
- Custebophet Yohsh Patt Syma who served his clerkship with Mr. Richard 
don. 
lian: Gorge, who verve hi ne Te Ps Ss 


the firm of Messrs. Breese, Jones, & of Portmadoo. 

Frederick George Neave, who otlerkabip with Mr, Arthur 
os Soar, ee with Mr. Dossey Wightman, of 

Sheffield ; and jenn. injue & Ony of London 





Augustus Padley, of Market Rasen. 
una rt a of Mescrs. Mela Nelson. aia "Nelson, ot tacks ena 


London. 





et ae his clerkship with Mr. wim 
Se eaneeee tee 
ety nanny, oR ms ey 


Ce teks oie Sn, fall 
Hull; and Mr. Jeiest Moth, whe 
Sortaine Hancock, of Devizes ;. Arohibeld ie ada 
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Mr. Wriu1am Pxasz, solicitor, of Lostwi has been ted Town 
Clerk of that borough. — _— 


Mr. Faxspznicx Hewny Bauionr, solicitor (of the firm of Beaumont, Son» 


& of Maldon, has been a ted Clerk to the County Magistrates 
poh me Po the Cccuaesloners ot Land Tax and teeny Tax for the 
Hundred of on the of his er, Mr. Joseph Beau- 
mont. Mr. was admi a solicitor in 1884. 

Mr. Guiszrrz Carzonz, LL.D., Crown Advocate for the Island of 
Malta, has been created a Companion of the Order of St. Michael and 
St. George. 

Mr. Wiis Apsxanpre Barium Hawtrow, barrister, has been 
created a of the Order of St..Michael and St. George. Mr. 
Hamilton is son of Admiral William Alexander Baillie ton, 


and was born in 1844. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
Michaelmas Term, 1872. Mr. Hamilton has been for many years a clerk 
in the Colonial Office. He is private secretary to Sir Henry Holland, 
and he acted as secretary to the recent Colonial Conference. 


Mr. Rosser Humruners Ronerrs, solicitor, of Denbigh, has been 
Denbigh 4 @ Magistrate for that —— Mr. Roberts is Mayor of 
for the present year. He was itted a solicitor in 1865. 


Mr. Sauvan barrister, has been appointed a Justice of the 
Peace for the West of Yorkshire. Mr. Roberts was called to the 
bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1877, and for some years prac- 
tised in the Chancery Division. 

Mr. H. Ticxztt, solicitor, of No. 37, Walbrook, London, E.O., 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths for New Zealand. 
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COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 











Date. ArrzaL Court Arrest Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 1. No. 2. Kay. Cc : 
Wed., June : Mr. Leach* Mr.Jackson Mr. pueh Mr. Lavie 
2 aaa King Jackson Lavie 
on BS 4 Ward Koe ba" 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Norra. STIRLING. OH. 
Wednesday, June ...... 1 Mr. Ward Mr. Pemberton Mr. Godfrey 
Belieg eo eee : King Clowes Leach 
i 4 Clowes Leach 
WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette,—Fripay, May 2. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 
Brrrisn Matcs Co, are required, on or before June 


and the pa’ their debts or 


of 
claims, to Frederic Painter, oorgate st bldgs. Monday, J , at 
sppelated for hearing ait sdluicetng u the debts and claims  — epi 
( Pree Co, Liurrep.—Peta ior winding =o. resented May 
Edwards, Ol 
Victoria VING .—By an order made by North, J., on 
winding 


be cont 4 above com, 


Gas Co, Laurrzen.—Creditors are required, on or before Wednes- 
to send their names and addresses, and the culars of their 
and to Edwin Alfred Wright, Brecon. W. ae, Suse M8, at 
12, is appointed for hearing and adjuicating upon the debts and 
UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 

Atason Murval Pegmavest Beserir Burtpise Socrery.—Petn for winding up, 
presented 17, directed to be heard before Chitty, J.,on June 11. Collis- 
ee row, solors for petner 

ALBION Pemmasyent Bewerrr Burpine Socrery.—Petn for winding up, 

1%, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on June 11. ton 


May 28, 1887, 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Bewerrtt Society, Bull’s Head Hall Green, Worcester. May 19 
ody tg tA 
MANCHESTER Uniry, Frrenpiy Socrety, Royal Standard Tavern, 
=Queen st, Portsea. April 13 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasetie.—FRIDAY, May 20. 
Biewoop, Auausta, Treherne ter, Mortlake. June 17. Bizwood v Bigwood, 
cE Saige Abeba Oe June 15. Clifford v, Clifford, Chitty, 


9 J. Farlow @'Sctuon, Grecech ard st 
Harri 


GTON, SYDNEY Oharlton, Kent, Esq. June 2%, OCOlothier v 
B JOSHU. pat pom. Sibttoner Junei7. Ewin vy Kennard, 
Low. ‘A, a . Jt A 
Chitty, J. , Devonshire chmbrs, Bishopsgate 


Goprese, Brick Temple’ Boliettor: June 90. Rymill 

ASHWIN, STEPHEN . June 20. Vv 

Ashwin, Kay.J.. Tlsley, Gt Tower st 

Barnuespen, Cnssages, Been, comeges, Ohesicn 8t John’s Wood. June 17. 

Isaac, SAMUBL. Warrington ores, aida Vale. June 23, Cronbach v Isaac, 

,3. Grover & Hum 's Bench walk 

Partinges, SOmmen, 2 ea ro —- ~h-psue June 27. Knott 

v Pattinson, Ue 

VANSITTART, COLERAINE , Rue Vernet, Captain. June2i. Bexley 
v Garden, North, J. Holt, Oharles st, St James’s sq 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day oF CLAIM, 
London Gasette.—TUESDAY, May 10. 
AveEY, ANNE, Wolverhampton. Julyi. Walker & Son, Wolverhampton 
AINsLEY, Ropgrt, York, Furniture Broker. July1. Smith, York 
Apps, W11114M, Mereworth, Kent, Cattle Salesman. June 10. Stenning, Maid- 


Ayrton, RicHaRD, Ovenden, York, Farmer. June6. Wavell & Oo, Halifax 
BELL, Guupen, Seaton Delaval, Northumberland, Gardener. June 13. Sidney & 


Baseenen, AMES, New Thornton Heath, Gent. July 90. Godden, Lime st 
BosomwortH, Wi1i11aM, Carlton Husthwaite, York, Farmer. June 6. West, 


Bower, James, Jarrow-upon-Tyne. June 16. Newlands & Newlands, South 
BuL1Lock, Mary, Handsworth, Stafford. Junei4. Rowley & Chatwin, Birming- 
pecan Hewry, Charlcombe, Somerset, Innkeeper. June 17. Simmons & Co, 
Comswati, Wie, Bermondsey, Gent. June 24. Wilkinson & Son, Ber- 
CumuE. Guoncr, Dorchester, Surgeon. June 6. Decimus Curme, Child Okeford, 


DatLaway, E1izanetTu, Knowle, Warwick. June 25. Pointon, Birmingham 
Dow1inG, THomas, South Hampstead, Merchant. Junei4. Evans & Blexland, 


Eccleston, JULIA, Blackburn, Innkeeper. June 21. Darley & Crossley, Black- 
ForsaYTH, CATHERINE, Weston-super-Mare. June %. Smith & Sons, Weston- 
-Mare 
Lewis, Tuomas DrssLz, Higher Broughton, Lancaster, Contractor. June 4. 
iw 
Lone, Epwarp Watrer, Cambridge, Auctioneer. June10. Bonnett, Cambridge 
Maxztin, Janz Any, Plymouth. July 1. Rooker & Co, Plymouth 
NisBet, WILLIAM CHARLES, Stoke Newington, Master Mariner. June is. Hay- 
ward. London wall rr 
Pzrcival, Saran, Warringtcn. June 2. Lamb, Birkenhead 
Prett, Richarp WatrTsEr, Canterbury, Baker. June 16, Hilton, Canterbury 
ms Se RAnIES, Upper Norwood, Gent. June 20. Chandler, Bishopsgate 
ROUTLEDGE, Yaad Sandon, Hertford, Gent. June 18. Taylor & Taylor, New 
SiaTer, THomas, Applebury Hill, Lancaster, Yeoman. May 26. Tyson, Dalton- 
Sxuiru, CHARLES, Southport, Gent. July 9. Makiason & Co, Manchester 
Spencer, Epmunp, Manchester, Cloth Agent. June 10. Holt, Manchester 
Sruvenson, Rev Tuomas, Harrington sq. July1. Miller & Son, Savile row 


for | Surzrvay, Caruentne, Birkenhead. June 12. Bremner & Co, Liverpool 





ne 





Swayn, Cecitza Cuantorre, Cambridge. June 14. Ellison & Burrows, Oam- 


ee, ae Wheatley, Doncaster. June 16. Jackson, Doncaster 
Tuompson, Jouw, Docker Garths, Westmorland, Yeoman, June 13. Arnold & 


Green’ 
my Gent. June2i. Bond & Co, Leeds 


Watson, Gzonaz, Tewkesbury, Draper. May 31. Brookes & Badham, Tewkes- 


Weertzey, Wi1114M, Regent st, Optician. June 20. Lewin & Co, Southampton st 
Wurrmorz, Many Ann, Aston, Warwick. June24. Coleman & Oo, Birmingham 
Wuson, Dozorny, Hazlewood, Derby. June ii. Walker, Belper 
Yarpizy, W11114M, Brixton, Gent. July 1. Milner, Blackman st, Southwark 
London Gasette.—Faipay, May 13. 
ALLEN, RaLtpu SuvuTrigzwortH, Bathampton, Bath, June 2%. Stone & Co, Bath 
ALLONBY, Sanau, Dalton in Furness, Lancaster. May 28, Tyson, Dalton in 
Bartow, , Salford,Gent. June 2%, Orofton & Oraven, Manchester 
Bevrorrn, Josurn, Halifax, Gent, June 2, Robson & Suter, Halifax 





Pannen 





Sei me 
ys Hae 
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Buorr, W11114M, Meldreth, Cambs, Farmer. June 10. Bonnett, Cambridge — 
Bowts, Jonx, Exmouth, Esq. Junei, Brittan & Co, Bristol 
Brawp, THomas, Godstone, Surrey, Miller. July 14. Pearless & Sons, East 


Norman, Rood lane 
Barayz, Oxantas, Highbury New pk, Builder, June 2%. Waller & Sons, 


st 
Huwry Cuartms, Chelsea, China Dealer, June 90. Whites & Co, 


cured.) Epwaap Hatz, Teignmouth, Esq. Juneii. Fraser, Furnival’s inn 

Oorzzy, Coswarss, Sunny Hill rd, Stresthem. June 2%. Minet & Oo, King 

Cottier, ALFRED FrEepERic, Guildford rd, Clapham. June 11. Snell & Go: 
George st, Mansion house 

CROMWELL, ManGarEt, Harpurhey, Lancaster. Sept 30. Lowndes, Manchester 

Crostzr, EpwArD, Newcastle upon Tyne, Tailor. June 10. Davies & Balkwill, 


Newcastle on 
Dawson, SHARP, , Stuff Presser. Junei. Robson & Suter, Halifax 


a Se. eee ee July 16. Beaumont & Son, 

geshall 

DONKERSLEY, TrmoTHY, Magdale, ¥: Cloth Manufacturer. June 27. Hall & 
Soap Gm : naa Mines. Aug 31, Withington 

Ev. 0: Bryn, Derby, of 

ane, Sarees, +t Resp by, Inspector ug 


FaLxincHaM, Mary Ann, Leeds. July 10. Emsley, Leeds 

Freipen, Josnva, Redhill, Esq. June10. Kearsey & Oo, Old Jewry 

Gratincz, En1zaBETH, Uxbridge. June 2. Woodbridge & Sons, Uxbridge 
Hanneax, WIILiAM, Haulgh, Lancaster, Restaurant Keeper. July 9. Ry ey, 
Jackson, Louisa, Weymouth. July 2. Andrews & Co, Weymouth 

LawRENcE, JonN, New Windsor, Gent. June 15, Long & Co, Windsor 


LITTLEBALES, BENDALL, Holwell, Dorset, Esq. June %. Minet & Oo, King 
William st 


Martuews, Henry Staverton, Bentworth, Southampton, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
June 18. Caprons & Oo., Savile place 

NETTLEFOLD, Eriza Grace, Winchester. June 2. Haynes, Pall Mall 

Nicooris, Mary, Bath. June 2%, Stone & Co, Bath 

Papitzy, Marta, Balham. June 20. Orossman & Co, Theobald’s road 


Pennicorr. Tomas, Surly Hall, Berks, Licensed Victualler. June 15. Long & 
Co, Windsor 


PULLEN, Ann, Woburn pl, Russell sq, June 30. Janson & Co, Finsbury circus 

RaMsEY, Joun, South Shields, Master Mariner. June10, Scott, South Shields 

Rrrson, Nancy, Toronto, Canada. June18. Norman, Carlisle 

SANDERSON, JOHN, Olapham rd, Esq. June. Denton & Oo, Gray’s inn sq 

Smoonripes, THomas HorrGaarD, Witham, Essex, Farmer. June 2%. Blood, 
orthumberland, 

mon, ¥ La Real ns wth phe Gent. Junei5. Clay- 


Sairu, Grorcs Smiru, Chester, Gent. June 16. Tatlock, Chester 
STEELE, Henry, Birmingham, Hairdresser. June 2%. Thomas, Birmingham 
OwarEn, Goceee Viastan, Dalston, Engineer. June4. Mary Varley Swayne, 
THOMPSON, JAMES, Halifax, York. June 25. Boocock, Halifax 
W. J , Dur 
ed Se ham, Blacksmith. June 14. Scott Hopper, 
London Gasetie.-—TUESDAY, May 17. 

ANDRIEU, ANN, New Kent rd. June%, Langham, Bartlett’s bldgs 
BaRRoWCcLIFFs, SARAH, Chesterfield, Milliner. June 18, Gee, Chesterfield 
BovsFIEzLD, SaMuEL, Horsham, Gent. July 1. Potter & Oo, King st, Cheapside 
Buckizy, Gzores, Hoyland Swaine, York, Farmer. June 7. Wilson, Sheffield 
CaLpecuTr, THomas, Manchester, Plumber. June 90, Slater & Oo, Manchester 
Curr, James, Winshill, Derby, Engineer. July 5. Goodger, Burton on Trent 
Dapps, Wr11aM, Maidstone, Gent. July 1. Oase & Son, Maidstone 


J D . 
FRANos, curs Hunt m, Southampton, Esq. July 2, Minet & Co, King 


FarnNworts, ELIZaBetu, Astley, Lancaster. June ii. Widdows, Leigh 
Frum, Seaweem, Sealey on Thames, Oxford, Esq. June %. Baileys & Co, 
Funspe, ¢sines Hunay, Hastings, Penstonse, June %. QOhild & Son, South sq, 
beams Wistax, Up pee Clapton, Licensed Victualler. June 25. Nash & Qo, 
GREEN, ELIZABETH, Bishopston, Gloucester. June 16. Stanley & Co, Bristol 
GREENWOOD, JOHN, Blomfield ter, Merchant. July 1. Anderson & Sons, Iron- 
Hopass, ea, Junei, Tower, Lower Thames st E 
Hows1t, Susan, Upper Redbrook, Monmouth. June 24. Wintle & Son, Newn 
ILLINGWORTH, SAMUBL, Bradford, Ooal Agent. July 6. Rawnsley, Bradford 
Jamus, Manta, Gt Yarmouth, June18. Harmer & Ruddock, Gt Yarmouth 
rae, aoe CoLERIDGx Downinc, Hans pl. June 20, Parker & Qo, St 
Lirrig, Lucy ANNE, York. June 14. Ware & Son, York 
PERKINS, Hanrret Horrow, Cotham, Bristol. June 15. Osborne & Oo, Bristol 
PICKERING, SaRan Ann LEDLEY, Sheffield. June 25. Wake & Oo, Sheffield 
Pommgnp, W1114m, Crown ct, Butcher. June 10, Brown, Cockspur st, Pall 
Saxton, WiLL14M, Ripley, Derby, Model Maker. June 10. Peake, Ripley 
Srumcne, OxnAaRLEs Epwarp, Verulam bldgs. July 1. Vanderoom & Oo, Bush 
TuRNOcK, ExtzapeTH SecxErn, New Southgate, June %, Ashton, Sackville st, 
Witson, , Shavington-cum-Gresty, Chester. July 1. Bygott, Sand- 
WrnpnaM, Guonce Wiepnam, Wan y 

, a borough, Wilts, Farmer. June 14, Jones & 





RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Bangnenes, THEM Morley, Yorks, Innkeeper. Dewsbury. Pet May 17. Ord 
we Butcher. Oldbury. Pet May 14 Ord 
BEESTON, 


se is fore Waele FE er 
Downy, Grea Prdand oo Oso Pa BEL 
Baoogs, J ‘West Hartlepool, Fruit Merchant, Sunderland. Pet May 18. 
eerste A ets ap te Chelsea, Tailor. High Court. Pet April 6. Ord 
CaLam. WILLIAM, East Acklam, Yorks, Farmer. Scarborough. Pet May 16. 
Cana, Ehaxat Sous, Reteteh, Quosen. Bristol. Pet May 18, Ord May 18 
= Worcester, Pet May 16, Ord 
Bury, Lancashire, Hat Manufacturer. Bolton. Pet May 18, 
OnxLix. HE » Liscard, Cheshire, Builder. Birkenhead. Pet April sv. Ord 
Davm, LOUmA, 8 Davis, Bristol, Umbrella Manutecturers, Bristol. 
Dormpas, Wiuran Leeds, Tobacconist. Leeds, Pet May 18. Ord 
Ex1us, Gnonox, New Mill, ur Littleborough, Grocer. Oldham. Pot May 18, 
spear er sr meee erect tye: are: High Court. Pet Jan 
GrBsoN MDaasM, Vetiaghem, Dae. Nottingham. Pet May 12. Ord 
Cn ae A ae Chelmsford. Pet May 17. Ord 
Haxexapou, Gacnas Huxer, Werwish, Post Butcher. Warwick. Pet May 17. 


Huwsrt, Rosunt Inxs, Bristol, Brewer, Bristol. Pet May it. Ord May 11 


Honand hiddieboroudh: ‘Bon May th" On May 18 Stockton on Tees 
H { on Tyne, Merchant. Newcastle on 
sont ieee sine Gent. High Court. Pet April 6 Ord 
a ee eee Newcastle on Tyne. 
JaRnpiIne, ARTHUR MugRaY, Euston sq, Gent. High Oourt. Pet April 2s. Ord 


Jouneon’ own, Swallowield, Berks, Farmer. Reading. Pet May 17. Ord 


Jomm Sst Repent near Wrexham, Butcher. Wrexham. Pet 


Jomms, Se ren oe Carmarthen. Pet May 
MAmaEERD Seen Feeney, Caen Bele. Scarborough. Pet May 18. 
we May ie Holman rd, Battersea, Confectioner. Wandsworth. 
bridge. Pet May 17. Ded May 7 

Raseald, Wises Map Sameen; Bittle: Bristol. Pet May i¢. Ori May 
omen, Fomoenes, Leicester. Ironmonger. Leicester. Pet May 17. Ord 
— Hic ay iabesis oh, Marcasite, High Gece, bes May 18 Ord May <a 
Sxervvs, CLARMONT Gent. Chelmsford. Pet April 7. Ord 


ALFRED, Brentwood, 


soon Da Birmingham, Fish Dealer. Birmingham. Pet 
eg rg ee eat a 
Tre.apy, Tuomas, Wi Stationer. Wakefield. Pet May 16. Ord May 16 


pt Cinderford, Gloucester, Cabinet Maker. Gloucester. 
want bite Refreshment House Keeper. Nottingham. 
iininensan, Lynn, Accountant. King’s Lynn. Pet May 18. 
wary] 48, Bangor, Carnarvon. Printer. Bangor, Pet May if. Oni 


0 Gent. Court. Ord March 


FIRST MEETINGS, 
Bana, Goeget, Lareare, ee June 3 at &. Off Reo, 3%, Victoria st, 
Agent. May 2? at it. 33, Carey 

walk, Temple, Barrister at law. 

Bristol, Grocer. June 8 at 8.90. Off Reo, Bank chbrs, 
Worcester, Mantle Dealer. June 3 et 11. Off Reo, Worcester 


onan, Oinieetord May a at 5. Lion Inn, 
May a at 12. Bankruptcy 

















aac BAS Ur re: SOUR ta te 


“4 

_ Resratt, Muzs Jexxrs, Bristol, Clerk. Bristol. Pet May 16. Ord May 18 

‘ an... Bradford. Pet May 
‘Trr.aDr, 
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cemtetk Bank Bigs. Hastings Sows? Hesver May 27 ati. County 
Gevemn Toomas Noting . May 27 at12. Off Rec, Nottingham 

RopErt Itzs, Bristol, Brewer. June 8 at 12.30. Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 

euege a co Pelsall, yr hemi — ac res 

"arms eel Witkey, Osiord W598 - . 


i shire 
aNSTON, Newcastle Tyne, Shipowner. J: 8 at 11. 
Hee, Pink lave, Newcastic on Tyme ae 
Hour, Hvaeuzs, Bradford, Tailor. May 27 atii. Off Rec, 31, Manor 
Huwrimenos, Janus. Newcastle on Tyne, Musical Dealer. June 1at 12. Bank- 
Lincoln's inn fields 
FE hg te Cardiff, Grocer. May 27 at 3. Off Rec, 3, Crock- 


<7 loeb Jnne 2 at 1. Off Rec, Figtree lane, 
Mit1ER, 
~_ 33, Carey st. Lircoln’s inn 


acme 4 1L114M, Bristol, Flour Dealer. June 8 at 2.45. Off Rec, Bank 
Nrxox, Gzorcs Toorn, Luraer Nrxon, and Joszpu GitzErT Bangs, R . 

Ironfounders. June 9 at 3. County Gourt, Stafford maeley 
Peance. Jouy Nase, Chelsca, Glass Painter. May 27 at 12. Bankruptcy bldgs, 


sry Aun, Bizkdele, Lenee, Lodging House Keeper. June 3 ati. 


RawsTHORNE, RoBERT, port, out of business. June 2 at 3. Off Rec, 35, Vic- 
Bestaizt, Wuce Muzs Jenxry, Bristol, Clerk. June 8 at 3.15. Off Rec, Bank 


Suen, Joux BULiivant, King’s Lynn, Clerk in Holy Orders. May 27 at 10.30. 
Court house, King’s Lynn f J 

Tuomas Buiter, Leeds, out of business. May 27 at 11. Off Rec, 22, 

Turoxtiss, JostaH, Plymouth, Tailor. June 3at 12. 18, Frankfort st, Plymouth 


Tayion, Saxvet, Crewe, Cheshire, Hatter. June 15 at 10.45. Royal Hotel, 
TunuEr, Roszer Henny, Plymouth, Fish Buyer. June 3 at 11. 18, Frankfort 


st, Pivmenth 
hase 3) TLL1aM, Cindes ford, Gloucester, Cabinet Maker. May 28 at 3.30. 


Of 
Vata Paanes Loaanso Pur: Warwick, [ronmonger’ 
Assistant. June 1 at 11. os, Dolnans sou, ham ’ 
‘Wacerarr, Marrua, Shefficld, Draper. June 2 at 11. Off Rec, Figtree lane, 
‘Wann, JOnS, Sheffield, Grocer. June 2 at 10.90. Off Reo, Figtree lane, Sheffield 
Ww N & > 
my ee Bo. ottingham, Refreshment House Keeper. May 27 at 11 


t 


ADJUDICATIONS. : 
ARMSTRONG, Rochdale, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. Oldham. Pet 
May 10. Ord 


a x He Jonn, a Yorks, Innkeeper. Dewsbury. Pet May 17. Ord 
BEgstTon, mar wae Se \ Wamnpehios, Brick Manufacturer. 
oom. <7 7 Monkton, Yorks, Victualler. York. Pet May 
hs est Hartlepool, Fruit Merchant. Sunderland. Pet May 18. 
Gey, FE Bot Acklam, Yorks, Varmer. Scarborough. Pet May 16. 

Bury, Lancashire, Hat Manufacturer. Bolton. Pet May 18. 


Oosaiea, Gzones, Chilmark, Wilts, Farmer. Salisbury. Pet May 13. Ord May 18 
naam Looks, Dohapeoatet, Leeds. Pet May 18. Ord 


Cmeog,Wrnssax, Nottingham, Baker. Nottingham, Pet May 12. Ord 
Goons.” Taoxas, Nottingham, Baker. Nottingham. Pet May 1%. Ord 

Zuomss, Belper, Derbyshize, Ironfounder. Derby. Pet April 2, 
aw 7h Awre, Gloucs, Farmer. Gloucester. Pet May 3. Ord 
fins, Sous, Alvescott, Oxfordshire, Farmer. Oxford. Pet Aprs. Ord May 11 


sntnd Middiesberongs. Pet May i) Ord May 8 Stockton on Tees 


cenlligs Com Thar ge Mark lane, Hemp Merchants, 
Newtown, Mont Beition Newtown. Pet Mars. Ord May 16 
mines, Sam, Qapeent, wx Bernciey, Yorks, Engine Driver. Barnsley. 
Nicuo1as, Bristol, Fiour Dealer. Bristol. Pet May 14. Ord May 16 


& Gsonez Toorn. Lctuszn Nrxox, and Josern Giisert Banks, Rugeley. 
Stafford. Pet May?. Ord May 17 4 


Nox, and Hesxr Noxzts, Bishopsgate st Within, Statiovers. High 
Mar May 

Rasticans tawine Dhipicy Toke, Pesper. Bradtor’. Pet Mar 28. Ord May 18 
Cisexz, Cusham, Oxfordshire, Miller. Oxford. Pet Apr 15. 

Svepun, Groner, Leeds, Cabinet Maker, Leeds. Pet May 1s. Ord May 16 


Wekelicld, Stationer. Wakeficid. Pet Mayi¢. Ord May 16 


Walls GU pecan, meee High Court, Pet April 


Londom Goactte —Porspat, May 24. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 





nena apt. Ova hay 39 Lancashire, Wine Merchant. Liverpool. 


> W., Ramegate, Draper. Canterbury. Pet May7. Ord May w ] 


Ba Manx, Coventry, Watch Manufacturer Coventry. Pet May 19. Ord 


pons doom Heath, Kents . Canterbury, Pet May 20. Ord May 20 
ALBERT Wethersfiel Chelmsford. Pet 
7 ae Routan, d, Essex, Innkeeper. 
beer oy By mt Hewny, Southampton, Cutler. Southampton. Pet May 
x CHARLES Epwanp, Abergavenny, Mon, Gunmaker. Tredegar. Pet 
Cox, Onaness, Lode, Oloth Finisher. Leeds. Pet May 10. Ord May 18 
Da sous, ont Paes OT 7 Anenhogs Court ai, Hones Fugeishers High 
Dar, THomas JAMES, Manchester, Bookseller. Manchester. Pet May 21. Ord 
% Glouces! Parmer. Chel- 
See ere te amon 


8 , , Build . 
Des ViGNEs, ey oly = By Fes Surrey, Boat er 
ae Majolica Manu- 


° Gt . Pet 
Gnsmax, Rowisen Movens, G6 Geimeby Newsagent. Grimsby. May 


Gairrin, Jo SMES, Market, Devon, Ironmonger. East Stone- 
‘ 9. 9 
oun es pt Per Oe a. He 
Hatt, Jouw, Manchester, Waiter. Manchester. Pet May 21. Ord May 21 
Seees Bass, Folkestone, Upholsterer. Canterbury. Pet May 20. 
Thornton Heath, Surrey, Laundryman. Croydon. Pet 


HazRison, 
May 18. Ord May 18 
HorrMEisrEn, OHAREES, and anD HorrMmetsTer, Mark lane, Corn Mer- 


Epw. 

chants. High Court. May 20° Ord May 20 
Besa, Beas: ‘AMIN, Otley, Yorks, Coal Merchant. Leeds. Pet May 2i. Ord 
poet a Pa rd, Stoke Newington, ont of business. Poole, Pet 
Hunt OND COLI , Weat Hanningfield, Essex, Butcher. Chelmsford. 

Pet 2. Ord May 20 
Hunter, Tuomas, jun, Tailor. Canterbury, Pet May 2, Ord 

9 ¥i Grocers. Sheffield. 

ee ee ee Rotherham, Yorks, 
Motrson, hss ag, ace an Oek tae Lincolnshire, Hay Merchant. Peter- 
Nona, | Wotan HEN, '‘precknell’ Berks, Builder, Windsor, Pet May 19. 
Nonemcuee, Cape Seaforth, Lancashire, Surveyor. Liverpool. Pet May 
OwEN *iOee and Hewny Owss, Bangor, Writing Slate Manufacturers. Bangor. 


May 19. Ord May 19 
Poon ee Ashton under Lyne, Brewers’ Traveller. Ashton under Lyne 


and Stalybridge. Pet May Ord May 20 
Price, Jouy, Nottingham, Builder. Nottingham. Pet May 20. Ord May 20 
poeta, ee, Hatton Garden, Insurance Agent. High Uourt. Pet April 
Rouser, W. By Be Pant’s churchyard, Manufaoturers’ Agent. High Court, 
: ; ter ’ of Public © 
Sears, JOHN Baws, } wg Sin Promoter ompanies. 
= Hise, Realeby, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Carlisle, Pet May 
an EewAnD, Birmingham, Drysalter. Birmingham. Pet May 20. Ord 
Tuoxpeohy FRADERICK Far Somerby, Leicestershire, Publican. Leicester. 
EvAnD, Shilton, Br Burford, Oxford, Farmer. Oxford. Pet May 21. 
Wag. SAts6te Batley, Yorks, Oil Extractor. Dewsbury. Pet May 20. Ord 
waar tame Pontefract, Yorks, Jeweller. Wakefield. Pet May 19. 
Wareprg, Bessaacx Wus0m, Diss, Norfolk, Builder. Ipswich. Pet May 18. 
vee oe Huwey Jons, Gt Portland st. High Court. Pet May 18. 
Wus0r, Satz, Brightlingsea, Essex, Onrpeuter Colchester, Pet May 19. 
RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED, 
a ae ae, Sa High Oourt. Ord Jan 11. Rese 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Banwes, Samvuzt Joun, Moseley, Worcestershire, Artist. June 6 at 11. 25, 
Colmore row, 
BaRRACLOUGH, JOHN, , Lorks, Innkeeper. June? at 10. Off Rec, Bank 
D q 5 t 
mene at fe ye Hante, Brick Manufacturer. June 1 a 
eer 9 yoy — —~" es June 1 at 2. Off Rec: 
Bro. J ALFREMAN, Brigg, Lincolnshire, Auctioneer. June 2 at 11, 
B olay Br Fruit Merchant, June 1 at 1.90, Off Rec, 21, 
mons ee une ’ 
—- Wastty, Morden rd, Blackheath, Oivil Bagineer, Aug & at 2 
Cuawrst. Burweris, & Op, Birmingham, Tea Merchants, June 7 at 11. 2%, 
Cohmore row, 
Oxnag, Tpentss, Dury, Lace, Mat Menutactases, June 2 at 11.80. 16, Wood st, 
Sams, Serban, Leiebewengh, Laces, Geeeew. June 1 at 3.30. Townhall, Roch- 
rome Soe Oarnarvonshire, Butcher. June 2 
, June? at 11, Off Reo, 1, High Pave- 


Gipson, 
oe Aston, Chelmstord, Miller, June 1 ab 10.16, @bireball, 


sre amor J, Folkestone, Upholsterer. June 1 at 11,80, Bank- 
9 — 1 a June 8 ab 11.80, Off Reo, 8, 


‘May 28; 1887. : 
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sora OF Bon Salsas rd, Stoke Newington, out of business. June 2 at | 

Howrey, Tupitas, Jum, Mareate, Tajjoe, Jane 1 af 1. Bapkraptey bdgs, Lin- | Tomes, 

Joums, Gaones Wyrrse, Goho, Stafford, Iron Mevehent. June 2 at 11. 2%, 
ore TOW. 

JonEs, oe Liandovery, Oarmarthen, Saddler. June 8 at 3. Off Ree, it, 


Jom, tir, Caln, Cellan, Cardigan, Farmer. May 31 at 11. Off Rec, 11, Quay st, 

Kmart, Wiltiak, Bisley, Glovcester cester, LROP and LROS, June 1 atii. Bank- 
ruptcy Portugal st Lincoln’s inn fields 

Lewis, monee, cereie, Merchant. June 3at12. Off Rec, 3, Orockherb- 

axxo, Gnosoe, Plekering Yorks, Coal Dealer. June 1 at 11.80. Off Rec, 74, 


borough 
Mavi Rosgkrt THomas, Chesterton, ‘» Foreman. June 


y Hono, Dea Charen tone Compaen, Raat 
Pract, ‘inner Home aby Dale aaa a of business. a ahead Of 


oaerroae beng Bernaley _sskshive, Confectioner. June8 at 11. mot 


BERT Great Grimsby, Smack Owner, June 8 at 12. 
8, Haven st, Grimsby 
SHEEN, FREDERICK, Leicester, Treanavager. June 6 at 3. oy tateat eae 


SKRINE, CLARMONT ALFRED, Brentwood, Gent. June 1 af 10. Shirehall, 


Chelmsford 
STOCKBRIDGE, WILLIAM, Ecaleby, Cumberland, Innkeeper. June 6 at 12. Off 
Ree, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle = 


le ge Wakefield, Stationer. June 2 at 2. Off Rec, Bond ter, 
Wernney, Jouy, New Clee, Fish Merchant, June 8 at 12.80. Off Rec, 3, Haven 
st, Great Grimsby * 


WILLEY Bein Jone Lx L&ICESTER, Birmingham, Stationer. June$ at 3. 25, 
ore row, D 
Woon. Wi Thirsk, Yorks, Toll Ohandler. June 2 at i. Strickland’s 
Depot Hotel, Thirsk Junction, Thivek 


AJUDICATIONS. 
Brown, Ep pale, Ord Maya Wolds, Leicester, cei tac Leicester. 
pomgis Seals 


High ish Court. Pet March 9, r” Ged tits 
Burr, J. i se Grd gy a tuk ee Ord May 20 


Cane ee ee eee Grocer. (eniag ns Pet May 18. Ord May 20 

pes ~? 8s, Foutk WiraiaM, Lienddeinidlen, Carnarvon, Butcher. Bangor. Pet 

carzo8, Jona Howe on Tyne, Ship Smith. Newcastle on'Tyne. Pet April 

HOVLASD Mazens, Gt Grimeby, Lincola, News Agent. Gt Grimsby. 

*Pet May 18. Ord 

GRIFFIN, JOHN JAMES, 
yo ir Tons, High W nd May 2 be, Buckingham, Builder, pores Pet 

com 

April 18. ‘Ora Ma . 


HARRISON, ome, Bes Bedford hill, Balham, no occupation. Wandsworth. Pet 
Hogs, Busan, Ou , Yorks, Coal Merchant, Leeds. Pot May 21. Ord 


Inving, J0aRPH, Chester, Grocer. Chester. Pet Jan 20. Ord Jan 26 
JacQuESs, ALFRED Wiiison, Mowsley, Leicester, Hay Dealer. Leicester. Pet 


J mows, Hasan, Waldron, Sussex, Gent, Lewes and Eestbourne, Poet 
JOHNSON, pum, Oa enlveteld, Berks, Farmer. Reading. Pet May 17. Ord 
Jo Lene Reus, New Guten’ ob, Gates, High Court, Pet April 12. Ord 
seal hel Lege. Surman oe Carmarthen. Pet May 
Petey, Scnocctenchinn, L.B.C.P. and L.R,0.8. Gloucester. 

r wa , Shoreditch, Bed Manufacturer. High Oourt, 
| LS ten Rotherham, Yorks, Grocers. Sheffield. 
LaYTon, Epwanp, Sh d, + Dealer. Sheffield. Pot April 22. Ord May 19 
coe es St Gots iri Pm Canteen, ey Dene 
Manchester, Merchant. Manchester, Pet March 29. Ord 


Lie | eel 
Mgt’ "Rosen Taos, Ch esterton, Cambridgeshire, Builder’s foreman, 


May 17. Ord jay’ 18 
ee Witla iets ding, Lincolnshire, Hay Merchant. Peter- 


Monoas, Yon Fagan Fronbridge Z, Grocer. Madeley, Shropshire. Pet 
Morrisow, Gzornes Staunton, Brighton, Gent. Brighton. Ord May 18 

PaRR, ALEEED, Reading, no ecoupation. Reading. Pet April?. Ord May 19 
Smee | Syenee aa Leicestershire, Boot Maker. Leicester. 








Wrante is Gloucestershire, Cabinet Maker. Gloucester. 
hehegs rai “Yorks, Oil Extractor. Dewsbury. Pet May #. Ord 
Wa.ag0bes, Rowinn, Pontefract, Yorks, Jeweller Wakefield. Pet May 19. 

= Wu1a0n, Diss, Norfolk, Builder. Ipswich. Pet May 18. Ord 


Jamaica rd, Bermondsey, Printer. High Court. 
peter ee Te = Sas Oe 














SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
fas BLE, o te Yao pn Fr Pre (ace 
at the Mart, at 1 p.m., Freehold Property 







24 SE mae ten om 


& May 3 2 pm, Reversions, 
e Bax mn & Box, a the re a Mea on 





SS 
BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


ee aie the wife of Thomas Lea Higgins, 
SaNKeY.—May 31, at, Ui ‘Kensington, the wife of Stuart 





oven. aay 20, ise of Lincoin’s-inn, barrister-at- 
coomis Say $et Bath, Str Charl Cooper, late Chief Justice of South Aus- 





SUE 
The Subscription to the Souorons’ Jovanat te—Town, 260. 6d. ; 
Country, 288. 6d. ; with the Wanxux Reronran, 63¢, Payment in ad- 
vanes includis Double Numbers and Postage. Subecribers can have 
their Volumes bound at the office—ocloth, 2s. 6d., half law calf, Gs. 6d. 
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ante sents ie ants the “ Solicitors’ Journat” muss ¢¢ 








SOMWHITZER’S COCOATINA. 
Guaranteed athe ‘Doson, of the Finest — 
The Facult: nny oeonne a 
pronounce it “the most 
fect] peverege y bunches oF 
Som ams oh inrle and Guldee Press. : 
Being it pa Faget other a it suite 
all beeps for yous hy all climates, is four 
imes of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
&., and OF REALITY OmRAPER 


Made with boiling water, a te 

toa B coating lees than a . 
Cocoasima 4 La Va. is the most Sate 
cheapest and may he taken when 


hooolate is prohibited. 
fa wie ie Oh > Grom 6d., S¢., by Chemists and 


by he ben} 
H, Scuwarraze & Vo., 10, Adam-#t., 8 








UNTEARABLE LETTER 
COPYING BOOKS. 
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J. H. DA : 
GRANTHAM R. DODD. Esa., London. 
Cirencester. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 


“May 28, “18h. 








SOLICITORS’ ‘BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 





INSTITUTED 18658. 





For the Relief of Poor and Necessitous Solicitors and Proctors in England and Wales, and their Wives, 


Widows, and Families. 





THE TWENTY-SEVENTH ANNIVERSARY FESTIVAL 


OF THIS ASSOCIATION WILL BE HELD AT 


THE HOTEL METROPOLE, LONDON, 


On THURSDAY, the 9th of JUNE, 1887, at Seven o'clock p.m. precisely. 


EK. J. BRISTOW, Esq., 





in the Chair. 


List of Stewards, who will be glad to receive Subscriptions and Donations for announcement at the Festival. 


J. D. ANDREW, Esa. Lenfice,, 
One: WM. BARNARD, Esa., Lon: 
BATCHELO A fon* "Tenden. 
OHN BATCHELOR, Esa., wich. 
BEDDOE. Esa. J. JP. Hereford, 
H. Eso. LL.B., paaeee. 
, Esa.. Dunstable 


DN, Esa , London 
'@TON, Esa, kt” COL, Bradford. 
‘VipsOx Esa., London 





R. ELLETT, Esa., 


LEWIS EMANUEL, Esa. 
GEORGE N. EMMETT, PB a. 
JOHN GRAHAM, Esa.. Durham. 

GEO. BURROW G Y Bsa.. London. 
JOSEPH GUEDALLA. hea! ’ London. 

W. HODGKINSON GUEST, Esa.. 

SAMU H ARRIS, Esa 





HENRY O’B. O’DONOGHUE, Esa., Bristol. 


NCER WHITEHEAD, ’ London. 


The Secretary will be happy to hear from gentlemen who may desire to add their names to the above list of Stewards. 
Early application for Dinner Tickets (25s. each), which may be obtained of any of the Stewards, or at the offices of the Association, will oblige. 


9, Currrorn’s Inn, Lonpon, E.C. 


JAMES THOMAS SCOTT, Secretary. 








yx MUSTCAGE INSURANOE OOR- 
RATION, LIMITED. 


AMOUNT oF CAPITAL SUMACRIBED, £710,000 





will Dery ty-Chairman—CHARLES PEMBERTON 
Pembertons), Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn. 


of their leases or at any fixed 
and conditions of Insurance apply 
JAS. C. SEP, Secretary. 


ACCIDENTS AT HOME AND ABROAD. 
Raileay Accidents, Employer's Liability, 
INSURED AGAINST BY 


THE RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE COMPA NY 
64, CORNHILL, LONDON. 
Income £246,000. 
COMPENSATION PAID ror 118,000 ACCIDENTS. 


£2 350,000. 
Mopmnarz Peemiveus — Favyovnsstz Cowprrions. 


to the $ 








Prompt and Liberal Settlement of Cisims. 


Head Office :—64, CORNHILL, LONDON, E.C. 
WILLIAM J. VIAN, Seczetary. 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSU- 
RANCE COMPANY. 
EsTABLISHED IN THE YEAR 1854. 
The only Law Insurance Office in the United 
which transacts both Fire and Life Insurance 1 
ness. 
Chie? Office— 
216, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 


The Funds in hand and Capital Subscribed amount to 


upwards of £1,900,000 sterling 
Chairman—J ames Cuppon, Esq., of the Middle 
Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
’ bu, Bos. 


The Directors invite pret ed 3 ara 
pg ere pony gna fame Ee ny 

Policies of a ainst, the contin- 
gine et onseraein! 

The Compan ADVANCES Money on Morigage ot 
pra Pe - "at Tevertions, whether abea bsolute or 


She Paaneaeubinguninie Reiibhin, 


Annual Balance Sheet, and every information, sont 


post-free on application 
FRANK MoGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 





BOSES. OO JOR EOS & DYMOND beg 
Plate, Watches, Obaine, Ji 24 28 Se eS 
&c, sre held on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thuredays, 
The attention of Solicitors, Exeentors, Trustecs, 
and particularly called this ready means 
pope LTH yy Rk pf 


their Auction 
| Goods, Household and 


ESTABLISHED 1851. ¢ 
B sctusmartn bata BAN K.— 
-buildings, Chancery-lane. 


CENT. INTEREST allowed on 
DEPOstTs, Fepayable on demand. 
CENT. 


when not drawn below £: 








The BIRKBECK ALMANAOEK, with full particu- 
lars, post-free, on application. 
FRANCOIS RAVENSOROPFT, Manager. 





YACHTING ORUISE TO THE LAND OF THE 


HE § peo nage: Pome “ OEYLON,” © 





SUMMER TOURS IN SCOTLAND. 


Clg ten and the HIGHLANDS HHLANDS (Royal : 


fall Steamer OOLUMBaA or LON from ; 





penting, Sc. axe BES Oh Coe iy of Whe Wes 








